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Article 4

PROCEEDINGS
PROCEEDINGS OF THE ANNUAL MEETING
The Forty-sixth Annual Meeting of the Indiana State
Bar Association convened at 10:30 a.m., August 14 in the
Travertine Room, Lincoln Hotel, Indianapolis, President
Carl Wilde presiding.
Mr. B. Howard Caughran, President of the Indianapolis Bar Association, delivered the address of welcome from
that association.
The address of welcome in behalf of the Lawyers Association of Indianapolis was given by Mr. Douglas D.
Brown.
The response to these addresses was delivered by Mr.
John B. Randolph of Lafayette.
President Wilde then called for the reports of the Association's committees. All reports were accepted and
placed on file. In case further action was taken by the
Association it is recorded immediately following the committee report.
TREASURER'S

REPORT

Thomas C. Batchelor, Secretary-Treasurer

The Treasurer was charged on August 30, 1941, with the
sum of $1,601.56.
RECEIPTS

Dues -------------------------------------------------------$6,934.50
Advertising, Indiana Law Journal ------ 1,254.00
Sale of Law Journals ----------------------------190.85
Institute Fees ----------------------------------------178.00
Refund 1941 American Bar Meeting -..

M iscellaneous ..............................................

200.00

45.26
$10,404.17

EXPENSES

Law Journal Expense
Printing 6 Volumes (June 1941 to
April 1942 inc.) --------------------------- 2,819.30
Salary of Editor ------------------------------------ 1,000.00
53.93
Postal Fees ---------------------------------------------117.80
Miscellaneous (Stationery, Reprints, etc.)
3,991.03
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Secretary-Treasurer
Salary and Office ---------------------------------- 1,742.50
Expenses (Travel, Long Distance, etc.)
129.53

1,872.03
Expense of Meeting and Institutes ----------------------- 1,487.18
Stationery -------------------------------------------------179.64
Postage --------------------------------------------------234.00
Special Printing --------------------------------------------166.27
Officers --------------------------------------------------445.32
Committees -----------------------------------------------------------------236.61
Law Journals Referendum ------------------------------------146.83
Oratorical Contest -------------------------------------------100.00
Inter-American Bar Association --------------------------100.00
Miscellaneous ---------------------------------------------------------------66.04
$9,024.95
Leaving a balance on hand June 30, 1942 of ---------$1,379.22
COMMITTEE ON LEGAL EDUCATION
Bernard C. Gavit, chairman; report
presented by John Morland

The work of Legal Education today is largely the work
of preserving, if possible, the law schools of the state, and I
am happy to report that at least for the coming year all four
of the standard schools of the state will operate. At first it
was thought that lawyers were of no use in the war effort,
and therefore, legal education wasn't important. Therefore,
we might just as well send the law students off to fight. But
now it has been declared by the powers-that-be in such matters that law students are eligible for the V-1 program and also
the Army Enlisted Reserve program. So it is thought that
unless the war is unduly prolonged, most of the law schools
of the United States will continue to operate.
No changes much will be made in the programs of the
law schools. Curricula will be left just about as they have
been in years gone by and we will leave reforms until the
was is over.
COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC RELATIONS
George W. Henley, chairman

The Bar's public relations problem is now largely connected with the nation's war effort. Hundreds of Hoosier
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lawyers, many of them members of this Association, have
entered the combat and special services of the military establishment. Other hundreds are freely giving their time
and talents serving on defense committees, draft boards,
rationing boards, Civil Air Patrols, and in other jobs as
diverse as those of air raid wardens and counsel for local
Red Cross chapters. In addition, the Association's Defense
Committee is continuing its good work in arranging for free
legal aid to service men and their dependents with particular
reference to their rights under the Soldiers and Sailors Relief
Act.
While we are precluded by professional proprieties from
blowing our own horn, there can certainly be no objection
to pointing with pride to the patriotic efforts and sacrifices
of our brothers. In that direction lies public relations for
the duration.
COMMITTEE ON MEMBERSHIP
James R. Newkirk, chairman
We lost in membership, but the loss this year will not,
in my opinion, be like what we can expect next year. Many
lawyers are going into service, and there will be some delinquencies.
There were dropped from the roll for non-payment of
dues this year, 167 members. We had ten resignations; 19
deaths-a total of 196.
We received in new members and reinstatements, 66, of
which at least half are junior memberships, leaving a deficit
for the year of 130.
At the beginning of the year the membership was 1781,
and at present it is 1650.
QUESTION: If a young man joins the service, and is delinquent in dues, is his name dropped?

Mr. NEWKIRK: I think the President could answer that
better than I.
The Board of Managers has passed a resolution to the
effect that any member of the Association who is called in
or enlists in the armed forces of the country shall be transferred to an inactive list and his dues abate until he returns to the practice.
That is in keeping with the resolution adopted by the
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Association in 1917. That has never been acted upon by the
Association, but I think the Board of Managers feels that
the Association will approve wholeheartedly that action. In
other words, anyone entering the service will be put on an
inactive list and his dues will abate until he returns, unless
he wants the Law Journal. If he wants the Law Journal
sent to him while in service, then he will be expected to pay
the dues to the Association.
PRESIDENT WILDE: I think that is entirely correct. Of
course, the matter of Law Journal is wholly a matter of
economics with the Association, which has been hard hit
due to the number of members being taken into the service.
COMMITTEE ON ILLEGAL PRACTICE AND GRIEVANCES
Robert B. Stewart, chairman
Your Committee has had no complaints involving Illegal
Practice. The grievances referred to the Committee fall
broadly into three types, namely, first-The problem of disagreement as to the value of services rendered and the fee
to be charged as between client and lawyer; Second, the
situation where the lawyer appears either to have rendered
no services for the client in return for money paid either
for fees or as an advancement for cost, or simply has failed
to give the client any report whatsoever of what has been
done; Third, cases originating from use of some one of the
many lawyers' lists.
Committee reports to the Association that the Honorable Thomas D. Stevenson, former chairman of this Committee, Judge Parr of Lebanon and Mr. Seebirt of South Bend,
were appointed by the Supreme Court as Commissioners to
investigate a situation in the Jasper Circuit Court involving
certain members of the Bar in Newton and Lake Counties.
The investigation was made and reported, and the situation
seems to be satisfactorily closed. Your attention is also invited to the case of Groninger et al v. Fletcher Trust Company, reported in 41 N. E. (2d) 140 wherein the Supreme
Court discussed the right to practice law and decided the
controversy raised by the issues of the case in favor of the
*Appellee.
Under the present plan of organization of the State
Bar, this Committee has little power. Its experience certainly
furnishes some evidence on which to base an appeal for a
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more firmly knit organization with some power and authority
for handling illegal practices and grievances. The present
authority of this Committee goes little beyond that of suggestion, persuasion and conciliation.
COMMITTEE ON NECROLOGY
Thomas C. Batchelor, chairman

The Secretary, as chairman of the Committee on Necrology, has been advised of the deaths of the following members
since the last annual meeting:
Judge Charles J. Karabell, Indianapolis
Alonzo Gardner, Richmond
William G. Sparks, Indianapolis
John H. Kingsbury, Indianapolis
Charles M. Niezer, Fort Wayne
Estel G. Bielby, Lawrenceburg
C. B. Tinkham, Hammond
Judge Otto Krieg, Huntington
Thomas M. Ryan, Frankfort
Paul Comstock, Richmond
Charles A. Burnett, Lafayette
Elmer E. Friedline, Jonesboro
Leslie R. Naftzger, Kokomo
0. B. Ratcliff, Covington
John M. Rawley, Brazil
Oren S. Hack, Indianapolis
Reuben G. Schreck, Huntington
Alvin Padgett, Washington
COMMITTEE ON AMERICAN CITIZENSHIP
Oscar A. Ahlgren, chairman

The cataclysmic events of the past year have prompted
your committee to merge all of its activities into the program of national and home defense, which undoubtedly has
been the action of all other committees.
The American Legion's oratorical contest in the state
was conducted with more contestants than ever before, and
we must remember that we have placed this task solely
on the Legion with assurances of our continued support.
The observance of "I Am An American Day" has been
held in various communities of Indiana, notably at Terre
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Haute and Gary under the direction of local organizations.
It is hoped these will continue and become generally observed.
Similarly we have cooperated in the induction and naturalization programs to hundreds of our citizens, particularly
in the industrial areas of the state.
There are many agencies whose purpose, among other
things, is to inspire in the people of the United States a
proper appreciation of the privileges as well as the duties
of American citizenship, and this committee recognizes and
praises their values and worth. Among these are the American Legion, Educational Policies Commission, Women's and
Service Clubs and many others. Mention is made of this
fact to make clear that our association is not interested in
rivalry of these undertakings, but in the ultimate good.
AUDITING COMMITTEE
Herman W. Kothe, chairman

An examination of the books and records of the Treasurer of the Association for a period commencing with September 1, 1941, and ending with the close of the fiscal year,
June 30, 1942, has been completed by your Auditing Committee. From such examination, we conclude that the annual report of the Treasurer for that period is correct and
that his books are well kept and in order.
It should be noted that in response to recommendation
of the previous Auditing Committee, a budget governing
expenditures for the fiscal year was established. Except
for the expense of meetings and Institutes, the budget limitations were adhered to. In view of the increasing need
for economy and strict scrutiny with respect to all spending,
this Committee considers the maintenance of the budget plan
of high importance to the welfare of the Association.
Your Committee moves the acceptance and approval of
the Treasurer's report.
The motion was seconded and upon being put to vote
was carried.
COMMITTEE ON AMENDMENTS TO BANKRUPTCY ACT
Frank C. Olive, chairman

The Committee has nothing to report except that the
bill relating to the administration by referee which places
referees on salary basis, is pending in the Judiciary Corn-
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mittee, and nothing whatever has been done. I assume that
it is being held up because of the pressure of war work
and we will probably not hear any more of this bill for some
time.
COMMITTEE ON ADMINISTRATIVE LAW
Isidor Kahn, chairman

The expansion and growth of administrative agencies
has been so great that for the purposes of this report,
only a very few of the important questions which confront
the legal profession, and, indeed, the public, can be here
discussed and presented and yet confine this report within
reasonable bounds.
As you know, recently the Supreme Court of the United
States held under the Fair Labor Standards Act that the
Administrator could not delegate the power to issue subpoenas; that under the terms of the Act, that power is
vested exclusively in the Administrator.
While this decision in its practical workings will greatly
reduce the number of subpoenas that are issued in connection with routine investigations under and pursuant to the
Act, yet due to the fact there are so many field representatives making investigations, the public is continually confronted with decisions concerning their obligations and responsibilities while being investigated.
The question naturally arises whether or not an investigation of the employer's books, papers and records may be
made for the purpose of determining whether or not the
employer is subject to the provisions of the law. In the
-Montgomery-Ward and Company case, the Circuit Court of
Appeals for the Seventh Circuit held that when Congress,
acting in the public interest, has power to regulate and
supervise conduct of any particular business under the commerce clause of the Federal Constitution, an administrative
agency may be authorized to inspect books and records and
to require disclosure of information regardless of whether the
business is a public utility and regardless of whether
there is any pre-existing probable cause for belief that there
has been a violation of the law. However, this decision
states "since respondent (Montgomery-Ward) is subject to
the Act, the investigation is a lawful inquiry."
Consequently, the Montgomery-Ward decision can
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scarcely be considered an authority supporting the Administrator's right to investigate in advance of affirmatively
determining that the party being investigated is subject to
the provisions of the Act.
However, in a later case decided by the Circuit Court
of Appeals for the same circuit, the court sustained the
right of the National Labor Relations Board to conduct investigations even before it has been determined that the
party under investigation was subject to the provisions of
the National Labor Relations Act.
The Circuit Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit in
the General Tobacco and Grocery Company case reached
an entirely opposite conclusion. In concluding its opinion,
that court said in effect that the Wage and Hour Administrator must show that the employer is engaged in interstate commerce or in the production of goods for interstate
commerce before the employer can be required to produce
his books, records, documents and papers for examination
and investigation by the Administrator.
This question will, of course, be a debatable one until
passed on by the Supreme Court of the United States unless some form of congressional legislation will clarify or
determine it.
The most interesting, and certainly by far the most
dramatic, development in the field of administrative law
is found in connection with the creation and function of the
National War Labor Board.
In the executive order creating it, there is a limitation
on its jurisdiction to the effect that the order shall not apply to labor disputes for which procedures for adjustment
or settlement are otherwise provided until those procedures
have been exhausted. Of course, the National Labor Relations Act, and the Rules and Regulations promulgated thereunder, provided for such procedures, and yet recently the
National War Labor Board made an order against the Ohio
Public Service Company, stating that inasmuch as the National Labor Relations Board had previously certified a union
as the exclusive collective bargaining representative of the
Service Company's employes, and the Service Company having refused to recognize and bargain with the union pursuant to such certification, and a stoppage of work being
threatened which would interfere with the successful prose-
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cution of the war, it, the National War Labor Board, directed
the Service Company to immediately recognize and bargain
with the union in accordance with the Labor Board's certification.
However, the available text of the National War Labor
Board's order would indicate that the Service Company was
declining to comply with the National Labor Relations Board's
certification until it had an opportunity to review the National Labor Relations Board's order in the courts in accordance with the provisions of the Wagner Act.
Prior to the promulgation of the executive order creating the National War Labor Board, a committee representing both industry and labor made a report to the President,
setting out three cardinal propositions that should govern
industry labor disputes during the war. These were:
1. There shall be ro strikes or lockouts;
2. All disputes shall be settled by peaceful means;
3. The President shall set up a proper War Labor
Board to handle these disputes.
With all of the parties committed to these principles,
the War Labor Board has been functioning without yet
having had its jurisdiction or powers challenged in any court
proceeding so far as your Committee has been able to learn.
There are several interesting trends revealed up to this
time by the decisions of the War Labor Board.
One of these is the policy the Board is pursuing in
adjusting disputes with reference to wages. Briefly, the
Board is taking into consideration the employer's ability to
pay, his former policy with reference to vacations with pay,
and providing a bonus for employes performing their duty on
night shifts. The Board has, however, ruled that in operations which call for a twenty-four hour day and a seven-day
week, there shall be no premium rates for Saturdays, Sundays and holidays as such. In lieu thereof, the Board is
requesting time and a half of pay for all work beyond eight
hours a day, or forty hours a week, with shifts arranged
so that each worker would have at least one day's rest in
seven. If, however, due to an emergency, a seventh consecutive day's work is required then the employe shall be
entitled to a penalty rate of double time.
A more interesting trend, however, is the one indicated
in the War Labor Board's decisions with reference to the
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union shop or the closed shop. In plants where a closed
shop prevails, of course, there is no change. In recent decisions, however, where the closed shop had not previously
prevailed, but where the union was including a closed shop
among its demands, the Board has denied the closed shop,
but has required in lieu thereof a provision in the agreement
commonly known and referred to as the "maintenance of
membership clause."
In effect, under this clause all employes who are members of a union at the time the order of the National War
Labor Board becomes effective are required to maintain their
union membership unless within fifteen days after the effective date of such order, any member of the union may
withdraw therefrom and take himself out of the operation
of the clause. Then, all employes who are still members of
the union are required to remain such during the period of
the contract, and as to such members, the employer is required to check off union dues during the time the contract is
in effect. According to the latest releases, this seems now
standard practice on the part of the War Labor Board.
Your Committee is still of the opinion that some form
of legislation should be enacted under which there will be
the greatest possible degree of uniformity of procedure, and
which should provide, perhaps among other things, certainly
the following:
1. Opportunity for a review by a court of competent
jurisdiction;
2. A speedy determination of the controversy both by
the administrative body and the reviewing court;
3. A requirement that testimony taken before an administrative body, or any subdivision or agent or
agency thereof, should be in accordance with the
established rules of evidence;
4. All ultimate facts shall be found only when established by a fair preponderance of competent evidence; and
5. The establishment of a well-defined formula under
which subpoenas and subpoenas duces tecum may be
used, and also fixing the conditions under which
agencies, and their representatives, may inspect
books, papers and records of persons under investigation.

PROCEEDINGS

COMMITTEE ON AERONAUTICAL LAW
Irving M. Fauvre, chairman;
report presented by A. R. Stimson

Your Committee desires to call to your attention the
great controversy concerning the question of propose ! state
and federal aviation liability legislation. As pointed out in
the report to the American Bar Association, there are those
who believe that the law of air flight damages for injuries
should be allowed to develop normally through litigation
rather than by statutory enactment. Your Committee believes that this would be a great error for at least three
reasons:
(a) It would result in a great variety of conflicting
judicial application of the common law of tort liability with
its resulting confusion and uncertainty;
(b) The extreme lack of uniformity of aeronautical
law, rules, and regulations as to liability would constitute a
hazard, and burden, not only to rapid and orderly development of the aviation industry, but to the general public;
(c) The facts necessary to assert or establish a claim
for damages by aircraft based on any theory of liability
except trespass, are more difficult to procure than in cases
of other forms of transportation agencies.
The Standing Committee on Aeronautical Law of the
American Bar Association has recommended Congressional
enactment of a bill authorizing suits to be filed against the
government for damage caused by government operated aircraft, on the same basis as that permitted against private
aircraft operators. Your Committee approves this recommendation.
Your Committee believes that there should be legislation establishing a state planned airport construction program, financed, all or in part, by amending the gasoline
tax law to reduce the amount of refund allowed on aviation
gasoline.
Other state legislation should be directed towards airport zoning. Drafts of proposed zoning legislation prepared
by the National Institute of Municipal Law Officers and by
the Civil Aeronautics Board have been compared and considered and in the course of time should be enacted into
legislation, along with proper amendments to present Indiana aeronautical laws.
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Your Committee has been very active in Civilian Defense work cooperating with the various units of Civil Air
Patrol. Much time has been devoted to the elimination of
unlawful flying and the location of unregistered aircraft
and general cooperation with the Civilian Air Patrol by
checking the personnel enlisted therein so as to eliminate
from membership aliens or citizens whose loyalty to the
United States is questionable.
For the reasons stated in this report, indicating the
great amount of work which is to be done on aeronautical
law and in cooperation with Civilian Aviation Defense activities, your Committee recommends that such a committee
be appointed for the ensuing year, and that it be instructed
to continue the policies and defense activities in Civilian
Aviation begun by your present Committee.
At this point Vice President Newkirk took the chair
and presented President Wilde, who then delivered the Presidential address.'
The morning session adjourned at 12:30 p.m.
AFTERNOON SESSION
The meeting convened at 3:30 p.m., President Wilde
presiding.
The reports of committees were continued.
COMMITTEE ON WAR WORK
Jeremiah L. Cadick, chairman;
report presented by Willet H. Parr, Jr.
The activities of the Committee may be summarized as
follows:
First: The Committee furnishes free legal advice and
assistance to members of the armed forces, their families and
dependents who are unable financially to obtain legal assistance through the usual channels. Some attempt has been
made to perfect a system of tabulating and keeping a record
of the number of cases handled by the Committee but it
was found that while the Committee members were willing
to give all time necessary to the assistance of applicants for
help, that they were unwilling and often unable to keep records of the work which was being done and to forward them
to the chairman for tabulation. Many individual committee1. The address is reproduced in full, supra, at p. 1.
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men have reported from time to time and a considerable
number of cases have cleared through the office of the chairman. In Marion County 315 cases originating with men in
the armed forces, their families or dependents were handled
in the period ending July 24, 1942. The experience in Marion
County and the information which is obtained from inquiries
passing through the office of the State Chairman, indicate
that the total number of cases handled by the members of
our Committee is large.
A large proportion of the clients of the Committee are
referred by the local selective service draft boards. However, a very substantial number of clients have reached the
committee through publicity in the local newspapers, through
the local offices of the State Welfare Department, through
the Home Service Units of the American Red Cross and
from the legal officers attached to units of the Army, Navy
and Marine Corps.
The larger number of the cases have to do with the
rights of service men and their families under the Soldiers
and Sailors Civil Relief Act of 1940, but a wide variety of
other problems are presented. The legal officers at naval
stations and army camps have made several requests for a
summary of the laws of descent and the laws governing the
execution of wills in this state and have also requested sample
forms of wills, powers of attorney and other similar instruments to be prepared and sent for use by residents of this
state who are in service at those posts. All such requests
have been complied with promptly.
Second: The State Director of Selective Service is convinced that one of the most important offices in the administration of the Selective Service Act is the Government
Appeal Agent. Because of the importance of this office, the
Director desires personal information about each candidate.
He has utilized the services of this Committee in recommending lawyers for appointment to this position and obtaining
their consent to serve. So far as your Committee is informed, the recommendation of your Committee to the Director of Selective Service has been followed in the filling
of every vacancy which has occurred in the office of Government Appeal Agent in the State since the organization
of the Committee and 35 Government Appeal Agents or
associate Appeal Agents have been appointed in this manner.
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Third: Upon the change of the method of induction of
selectees into the armed forces whereby the selectee is inducted into the Army immediately upon receiving and passing his final physical examination, Colonel Hitchcock anticipated that a method should be provided whereby selectees
about to be inducted could authorize a trusted friend or
relative to act in his behalf during his absence. At Colonel
Hitchcock's request, a form of general power of attorney
was prepared and mimeographed by Selective Service Headquarters and copies forwarded to each committee member.
The local draft boards were informed of the availability of
these powers of attorney and selectees who made inquiry
concerning some arrangement of this type were referred
to the committee members and a large number of such powers
were executed and are now in force.
Fourth: At the request of the American Bar Association, the Committee is cooperating in the efforts of the
National Education program which has as its purpose the
education of aliens for citizenship. The Committee has tendered assistance to the State Committee in providing speakers
upon the Constitution, our form of government or other related subjects to these classes.
The principal burden of the performance of the duties
of the Committee has fallen upon District Chairmen and
the local committeemen in the various communities. The
duties of organization of the Committee largely fell upon
the District Chairmen, all of whom spent very substantial
amounts of time in interviewing and obtaining consents of
qualified members of the bar to serve on the Committee.
Since the organization of the Committee has been completed,
the Chairmen have supervised the activities of the committeemen in their district and have had the main responsibility
for the selection of Government Appeal Agents. The local
committee chairmen have had the main burden of interviewing and advising the clients and these duties have been discharged in a manner which reflects credit on the profession.
The entire staff of Indiana Selective Service Headquarters have cooperated to the fullest extent with the Committee. Colonel Hitchcock, the State Director, Major Dunkle,
Captain Krieg and Lieutenant Shackleford have all been of
tremendous assistance to the Committee and have complied
with every request for help which the Committee has made
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to them. We gratefully acknowledge our substantial debt
for their valued assistance.
When Camp Atterbury, located near Columbus, has been
completed and the 30,000 or more troops which it is anticipated will be quartered there are actually in residence, it is
probable that there will be so heavy a demand for legal
services to be rendered to the men stationed at this Camp that
a very substantial burden will be imposed on the Committee
member in Columbus. It is recommended that this matter be
carefully considered and, if possible, a conference arranged
with the legal officers stationed at this Camp for the purpose of providing an office in Columbus or at the Camp,
where Committee Members may consult with the men stationed there concerning their legal problems on certain designated days. It will probably be necessary to appoint additional committeemen from the vicinity of Columbus and
arrangements made so that each committeeman can spend
all or a part of a certain day each week or month in this
office.
At the meeting in March, the Committee was instructed
to take steps to have a committee on conservation of practice
appointed by each local bar association. The Chairman has
given considerable thought to this perplexing problem and
so far has not been able to devise a program which could be
recommended for general use throughout the state. The
conservation of practice of lawyers who have gone to the
service is of great importance and an opportunity for valuable work is presented to the Committee. It is, therefore,
recommended that the new Committee give its best attention
to this problem and try to develop a program which will be
effective in protecting the interest of the client whose lawyer
has entered the armed forces and to conserve and protect
the practice of such a lawyer during his absence.
YOUNG LAWYERS' SECTION
Charles G. Bomberger, chairman
At the beginning of the year the Section inaugurated a
rather ambitious program, the details of which were reported
at the Mid-Winter Meeting. Not unexpectedly, our active
personnel has been greatly reduced due to war conditions,
but in spite of this handicap, the results of our efforts have
been quite gratifying. We have succeeded in carrying on
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some activity in each branch of our program during the last
half of the year.
We have aided the Membership Committee in contacting
newly admitted members of the Bar, either at luncheons
given in their honor, in person, or by mail. We have held
meetings with law students in one law school where the plan
was feasible, and have held a few district meetings of young
lawyers. These latter two functions may necessarily be
abandoned for the duration, yet judging from the results
during this brief period of activity, they should and probably
will be resumed at some future date.
It is our belief that the greatest service the Section can
render to the Association and the profession during the war
period is the furtherance of a well organized Bar among
those not called into active war duty. In addition, even with
our depleted membership, we are willing and believe we are
able to carry on any activity in furtherance of our war effort
or any other program of the Association which may be delegated to us.
COMMITTEE ON CANONS OF ETHICS
Homer Elliott, chairman

In view of the fact that there have been no complaints,
no inquiries, no canons of ethics, no meeting, there is nothing
to report.
At this point the Association was addressed by Judge
A. J. Stevenson of the Indiana Appellate Court:
For several years it has been customary for the Supreme
and Appellate Courts to report as to their activities.
You might be interested in a brief review of the volume of business that has been filed in the Appellate Court
over a five-year period.
In 1938, 211 new cases were filed; 1939, 206; 1940, 215,
and then a decided drop in the volume; 1941, 153; and then
for the year ending June 30, 1942, 186.
Now, while the volume of our business has been lessened, I think that our record will show a decided increase
in the number of cases which have been disposed of.
In 1939 we disposed of 186 cases; 1940, 172; 1941, 143;
1942, 236.
So if we have not improved the quality of the work of
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the Appellate Court in the past year, we have almost doubled the quantity.
I might call your attention to the fact that during the
past year we heard 167 oral arguments. If you multiply
that by two hours to the argument, some of them were
longer than that, we listened to 334 hours of argument last
year.
When court adjourned in June, there were fully briefed
and ready for distribution in the clerk's office, less than
50 cases, so if you gentlemen will not multiply too many
times the volume of appeals which you contemplate bringing
to our court, and if we can continue to function for a few
more months with the speed and agility with which we
were working the last year, we will have accomplished a
long desired ambition, and will be able to report in the very
near future that the Appellate Court is also up to date with
its docket.
COMMITTEE ON THE CONSOLIDATED BAR
Henry M. Dowling, chairman

Your committee on Consolidation of the Bar respectfully
reports that since the last meeting of the association it has
continued the policy heretofore pursued, of bringing to the
attention of the lawyers of the state the nature and advantages of a unified or integrated bar. For that purpose the
Committee has contributed articles upon the subject to the
Indiana Law Journal, which have been given a conspicuous
place in each issue. Others are prepared and ready for publication in each of the Journals appearing prior to the adjournment of the next General Assembly.
In addition, the Committee has sent out 1784 pamphlets
to as many lawyers and judges in the State, setting forth
the results of bar consolidation in 18 of the states which
have adopted it; the contents of the pamphlet being letters
written by judges of the highest Courts of the States where
integration prevails, compiled and printed in convenient form
by the American Judicature Society.
The Committee has under consideration a suggested
form of Consolidated Bar bill drawn on the model of the
successful California Statute, and adapted to Indiana conditions. We are giving careful thought to the propositions
(1) whether a further attempt should be made at the 1943
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session of the General Assembly to secure the passage of a
Consolidated Bar Act; (2) if such attempt should be made,
is it desirable that the proposed bill be in the short form
twice heretofore unsuccessfully introduced or the more detailed form, based on the California Statute. The Committee is not yet ready to make a recommendation as to these
matters.
SPECIAL COMMITTEE
TO COLLECT INFORMATION FOR THE INDIANA LAW JOURNAL
James R. Newkirk, chairman

The Special Committee appointed by your President
to collect information for the Indiana Law Journal met on
January 3, 1942, in Indianapolis, and afterwards I wrote a
letter to Mr. Norman Arterburn, a member of this Committee, containing the following:
"It seems to be the impression that our Committee can
be of no assistance to the Editorial Staff at the present time
and I think it would be foolish to perpetuate this unnecessary
committee, and, unless I have some expression to the contrary from the members of the Committee, I will take it
for granted that our recommendation to dissolve this committee will be satisfactory. If anyone differs with this conclusion, I should like to hear from you before March 14."
"I am sending a copy of this letter to each of the other
members of the committee, to-wit: Mr. Charles C. Fox,
Jeffersonville, Indiana; Judge Markey, Marion County Court
House, Indianapolis, Indiana; and Robert L. Qare, Associates
Building, South Bend, Indiana."
I received neither a confirmatory nor an objectionable
reply from any member of this committee, so I feel free to
recommend -the immediate dissolution of this impractical
and unnecessary committee.
PRESIDENT WILDE: The Committee is discontinued.
I may say in self-defense, I knew when I appointed that
committee that that wasn't going to work, but there were
members who felt that is should be tried.
COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL SELECTION AND TENURE
L. L. Bomberger, chairman

Certain members of your committee, acting with other
lawyers and with the aid of influential members of both
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of the leading political parties, endeavored to secure the adoption of a plank in the respective political platforms reading
as follows:
"We affirm adherence to the principle that judges should
be elected by the people and be answerable to them. However, we believe that the selection of a judge should be on
personal merit and not because of political affiliations. We
recommend that the general assembly enact legislation by
which judges shall be elected on non-political ballots."
This proposal was brought to the Advisory Committee
and the Resolutions Committee of both of the leading parties,
but for different reasons which need not be recited here,
neither of such committees brought the matter before their
respective conventions. So another session of the general
assembly is approaching without either political party going
on record for the non-political election of judges.
If anything is to be done at the coming session of the
general assembly, it will have to be because of efforts made
by lawyers and other influential citizens, regardless of political affiliation, who believe in the principle for which we
are contending.
It is recommended that the legislative committee be
instructed to devote at least a part of its attention before
the coming general assembly to an effort to have consideration given to a bill along the lines of the so-called Richards'
Plan. This plan has been widely discussed, and while the
members of the Committee do not entirely agree upon all
the details of it, we endorse it in principle for these reasons:
1. It initiates candidacy for judicial officers in the
bar, that is, whoever desires to run for a judicial office must
receive the endorsement of the members of the bar of the
district in which he proposes to function.
2. It takes judicial candidates out from under the party
label and permits them to run not only in the general primary but in the election, as well, on their personal merits.
3. It will give reasonable assurance to a satisfactory
judge that he may be retained in office without going through
a political campaign.
Our second recommendation is that the incoming committee on this subject be directed to initiate a campaign of
education by providing speakers for service clubs and before
other assemblies and organizations to endeavor to educate
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the public up to the idea of approving non-political selection
of judges.
In at least two of the more populous counties, that is, in
Marion and Lake counties, the bar has been accustomed for
some years to hold a primary preceding the regular primary
and to vote upon the qualifications of the men who have
announced their candidacies for the nomination at the primaries.
Doubtless, some good has come out of this procedure,
because it is demonstrable that some men have been nominated and elected by reason of the bar endorsement. On
the other hand, political leaders and workers have combined
to disregard and undermine the bar recommendations in
both of these counties, and have succeeded sometimes in
nominating for judicial office men wholly without the necessary qualifications to fill such an office.
So long as the political managers can lead the people
into a disregard of the judgment and recommendations of
the members of the bar and other citizens who appreciate
the importance of the subject, there is little hope for much
improvement in judicial selection. It is the judgment of
your committee that the only hope lies in some method of
selecting and electing judges other than by political machines.
We further recommend that this committee be directed
to cooperate with the legislative committee in preparing a
bill which will embody the principles herein outlined for
presentation to the forthcoming general assembly.
COMMITTEE ON RULE AGAINST PERPETUITIES
Verne G. Cawley, chairman

The committee was unanimously of the opinion that a
change should be made in the existing statute, and that the
common law rule should again become effective in the State
of Indiana. This would be in line with similar action taken
in many other states, and in accordance with the recommendation of Professor W. Barton Leach made at the Institute
held in Indianapolis in January, 1940. A bill to bring about
this change has been prepared and is attached hereto. Owing to the absence of Dean Gavit, who is performing his
duties in Washington, he did not participate in preparing
the final draft of the proposed bill attached hereto. Your
Committee recommends that the attached bill be approved
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by the Association and its passage sought at the next session of the Legislature.
MR. CAWLEY: In supplementing that report, I might
say that we adopted the exact language that Professor Gray
in his work on perpetuities uses throughout his work, and
we found in examining decisions of several states that they,
each of the courts of those several states, adopted his rule
in exact words as he has it in his work. The only change
to be made in it, we put in two words "in property," so ours
reads, as follows:
A BILL FOR AN ACT ENTITLED: "AN ACT CONCERNING
PROPERTY"

Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the State of
Indiana:
Section 1. No interest in property is good unless it
must vest, if at all, not later than twenty-one years after
some life in being at the creation of the interest.
Comment: Now, this is one section in the bill that some of
you may not like. The committee finally agreed that this section should stay in but I think, inasmuch as we are asking you
to approve the committee's report, which includes an approval of the Bill itself, that you should be told what you
are being asked to approve. After stating the rule in Section 1, as I have read it to you, you see this in Section 2:
Section 2. This Act shall govern all instruments hereafter executed and also all instruments heretofore executed,
unless by so applying the provisions of this Act to instruments heretofore executed, vested interests would thereby
be divested.
Comment: Now, what we try to accomplish by that section is making valid all wills which have heretofore been either
executed or even probated if the will might be invalid under
our existing statute, but would be valid under the new
statutes. In other words, we add nine or ten, or what you
want to call it, to the existing statute, and we think if such
testator, me, for instance, would draw his will today, and
I provided that the title should finally vest until 21 years
after the death of some one being, that will should become a
good will after this bill does become a law.
Now, we could not quite say it should apply to all instruments, but we might go back fifty or seventy-five years,
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so the only distinction we have made is that if the will I
drew today did when a man died tomorrow vest an interest in someone named in the will we can't take it away from
him. We can't take away that interest if this bill becomes
a law. Now, to the same effect would be the provision of
this section as to living trust agreements which have heretofore been executed.
Mr. Baker yesterday when we were discussing this section, said, "Well, suppose that last month someone created
a living trust, and gave an interest to A, and under the
existing statute that interest is not any good so we will
say it goes to B because of a violation of the statute. Do
you want to return that interest to A?"
I said, "I want to return it if it hasn't vested in B
because I think it should be our aim by this bill, as it should
be every lawyer's aim, to carry out the desires of the client."
So that if because some law with which this client is
not familiar, he wasn't able to give A the interest he wanted
to, I think we should help him out and make that interest
good by making valid that trust agreement if it was invalid
under the existing statute.
Now, our section 3 repeals 3 sections of the existing
statutes which would, of course, be in conflict.
Section 3. Sections 40 and 41 of Chapter 23 of Volume
1 of the Revised Statutes of 1852 (Secs. 56-142 and 56-143,
Burns Indiana Statutes Annotated, 1933) and Section 1 of
Chapter 9 of Volume 2 of the Revised Statutes of 1852 (Sec.
51-101 Burns Indiana Statutes Annotated, 1933) are hereby
repealed.
Section 4. Whereas an emergency exists for the immediate taking effect of this Act, it shall be in full force and
effect from and after its passage.
Comment: We had some disagreement until we came to
Section 2, and maybe some of you think the bill only governs
some agreements; that isn't the idea of the Committee. I
would be glad to discuss that question or argue on that.
In the absence of that, I move the report to be approved
and the bill be also approved.
The motion was put .to vote, and was carried.
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COMMITTEE ON BILL OF RIGHTS

Arthur L. Gilliom, chairman
Your Committee was appointed pursuant to a request
by the Special Committee on the Bill of Rights of the American Bar Association that such a committee of the Indiana
State Bar Association be appointed through which and in
cooperation with which the Special Committee of the American Bar might work in the handling of complaints and problems involving the Bill of Rights.
Thus far no complaints have been referred to your Committee by the Special Committee of the American Bar, or
from any other source. Nor has any matter come to the
notice of your Committee that would suggest investigation
or intervention on its part. This may be accounted for by
the mood of the people during the war to sacrifice temporarily the exercise of some of their individual rights in the
interest of the national effort to wage the war.
There is, however, no reason to think that after the war
the people will wish to acquiesce in encroachments upon
their individual rights as guaranteed them in the state and
in the national Bills of Rights, and there is reason to think
that then there may be clashes between peace-time conceptions of enjoyment of these individual rights and some of
the controls which government may then attempt.
Your Committee believes that the preservation of the
efficacy of the state and national Bills of Rights will be a
matter of continuous concern for the organized bar, and it
recommends for the consideration of the Association the
creation of a standing committee on the Bill of Rights with
a larger membership.
The recommendation that the committee be enlarged
was carried.
COMMITTEE ON ADVISABILITY OF SECTIONS
Clarence R. McNabb, chairman;
report read by President Wilde

The special committee begs to report that no requests
or demands for such sections have become apparent to it,
although it has been advised that the Indiana Judges Association is considering the advisability of requesting the
creation of a Judicial Section.
Pending the receipt of express demands from members
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of the association for the creation of additional sections
in the association, your committee recommends that it be
continued in being or a similarly authorized successor committee be appointed by the President.
COMMITTEE ON CRIMINAL JURISPRUDENCE
James J. Robinson, chairman;
report read by President Wilde

It is advised that there will soon be available the Tentative Draft of Rules of Criminal Procedure prepared by
the Advisory Committee of the United States Supreme Court.
Your committee proposes to cooperate with the Special Committee on the Proposed Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure,
of which Judge Herbert E. Wilson is chairman, in making
comments and recommendations to the Indiana State Bar
Association with respect to the proposed Federal Rules.
Your Committee invites the attention and constructive criticism of all members of the Association in this work.
Your committee notes that the Indiana Motor Vehicle
Operators and Chauffeur's License Act is under criticism.
Attention is called to the fact that this is one of the uniform acts which was drafted and adopted by the National
Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws. Because of the care with which the Uniform Acts are adopted
it is recommended that a study be made for the purpose of
determining if enforcement could not be made more rigid
under the present law. It is suggested that the enforcement of this act in other states be studied.
With the thought that Alien and Sedition laws are
most frequently proposed during a war period, your committee suggests to the Bar of this state that all such proposed
acts be carefully studied. Members of the Bar can by such
assistance determine that such acts be constitutionally just
to the rights of the individual and to the state.
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON CRIMINAL JURISPRUDENCE
Judge Herbert E. Wilson, chairman

Your Committee had two meetings. The first meeting
was merely to find out what the Committee in Washington
wanted us to do, and we were informed that they expected
us to be a sounding board for their ideas.
In December last we received information that Professor
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Robinson would be in town on a Saturday. We had a meeting and took the good part of the afternoon. The question
discussed was whether or not under the federal practice, defendants would be required to file witnesses on alibi pleadings. I might say your local committee was divided about
five ways on that. Everybody had his own ideas, some for
and some against. There were two former U. S. District
Attorneys on our committee. We thought they would be
for such an amendment for the rule. They were strongly
against it. Professor Robinson told us he found the U. S.
District Attorneys split about fifty-fifty on it.
LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE
Donald L. Smith, chairman

There has been no meeting of the Legislature during
the present year and hence nothing has been done in a legislative way.
There is a possibility of an extra session of the Legislature, but it is the opinion of those who are conversant with
the situation, if such a session is called it will be for a very
short time and will only consider some emergency legislation
growing out of the war, and that matters in general legislation will not be brought up, and if introduced, will be killed
in Committee.
The plank favoring non-partisan selection of Judges was
offered to the resolution committee of the Republican Party
before their state convention, and they declined to adopt
the same.
I personally presented a similar plank to the resolution
committee for the Democratic state convention, and they
declined to adopt the same, saying it was a matter for the
legislature, and, furthermore, it was hardly an opportune
time to initiate any decided changes in our governmental
structure.
COMMITTEE ON JURISPRUDENCE AND LAW REFORM
Donald L. Smith, chairman

We were not unanimous in all the things that were
suggested in this report. When all is said and done, it will
be up to the Supreme Court to do as they please about this
procedure.
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The point which seemed especially valuable to me was
doing away with the necessity of notice on appeal. In other
words, when the trial court acquired jurisdiction of a man
or of a number of defendants, that jurisdiction should continue until the case was finally disposed of. Our present
appellate procedure seems to be halfway based on the theory
that your appeal is a new action, and you have to give notice
to all the court. That is one of the things that is recommended.
Another recommendation was doing away with the assignment of errors and doing away with the motion for a
new trial under that name. They provided a sort of a
pleading-I don't know what they are going to denominate it
-which would do the combined work of a motion for new
trial and assignment of errors; in other words, in one pleading present all the facts you desire to present to the court
and to the court of appeals. I think that is quite valuable.
Another very helpful thing-I don't know how the judges
will relish it-was a motion for new trial would have to be
ruled upon within thirty days; otherwise it automatically
became overruled.
I am sure our appellate procedure could be greatly benefited by the proper effort being made by committees selected
by the President of the Association, who will sit down with
the Supreme Court as a whole and go over each one of these
things.
MR. CAWLEY: Why shouldn't your committee do that?
MR. SMITH: Well, I don't know of any reason why we
should or should not.
PRESIDENT WILDE: Do I take it that instead of recommending outside that the Supreme Court adopt a rule, that
the recommendation of the Committee now is that this committee or its successor confer with the Supreme Court and
make recommendations generally along the lines recommended in this report.
MR. SMITH: That is my own idea. We have had no
meeting of the committee, It isn't the action of the committee.
PRESIDENT WILDE: You have a right to make a motion
as a member of the Association.
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MR. SMITH: I move that the President of the Association be authorized to name a committee to meet with the
Supreme Court as a body to take up the various changes
suggested by the report of the Committee on Jurisprudence
and Law Reform to the end that the appellate procedure
may be simplified and we can get into the court quicker
and out quicker.
The motion was duly seconded.

MR. NEWKIRK: Mr. President, there are a lot of committees, and why a new committee?
PRESIDENT WILDE: I don't think there should be a new
committee. Wouldn't this same committee, Jurisprudence
and Law Reform, do?
MR. NEWKIRK: I will make that amendent, if you will
accept it.
MR. CAWLEY: I would like to make a further amendment. I move that the recommendation of the committee
as contained in this report be approved, and that the succeeding committee be instructed to use their best efforts
to get the Supreme Court to adopt those recommendations.
PRESIDENT WILDE: Let me redefine the motion, if I can
understand it: The motion is that the Committee on Jurisprudence and Law Reform be authorized to present these
recommendations to the Supreme Court and to procure their
adoption, or as nearly equivalent action as it can.
The motion was put to vote and was carried.
At this point the Association was addressed by the
Honorable Curtis W. Roll of the Indiana Supreme Court:
My few remarks will be confined to the statement of
the work of the Supreme Court during the past year more
than in the line of statistics. This was handed to me and
prepared by the clerk this morning, and the information
is as follows:
Last year there were 141 new cases filed in our court.
There were 47 petitions for rehearing filed. There were
76 petitions to transfer filed. We disposed of 148 cases
with appendix. That is 7 more than were filed. That discrepancy, or the fact that we disposed of more cases than
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were filed last year, is accounted for by the fact that after
we adjourned, and before July 1, there were some 8 or 10
cases filed in our court. So we disposed of 148 cases with
appendix. We disposed of 11 cases without appendix; 45
petitions for rehearing denied; 17 petitions to transfer granted; 59 petitions to transfer denied. We assigned 98 cases
for oral argument. I won't say we listened, but there were
98 arguments made. We admitted 181 members to practice
law in Indiana. There were 492 affidavits, motions for
change of venue, filed in our court.
I would like to call the attention of the members of the
bar to that fact that the great number of petitions were
changes of venue, that we select or name three judges or
lawyers from which to select trial judge. There may have
been in certain sections of the state demands for some kind
of a law with reference to selecting trial judges.
Now, the method of selecting these trial judges, it
seems to me, is altogether unsatisfactory.
We have no information as to what lawyers are connected with the case at all, who the lawyers are. We have
no information as to the nature of the case to be tried. We
select three lawyers in the community that we think are
qualified, and we find that one or two of the lawyers that
we have named are interested in the case, and so a delay is
occasioned there, and a request comes back to select three
others. We select three others, and we find maybe one or
two of those lawyers related to certain of the parties in
the case. There are so many things that enter into the
intelligent selection, it just seems to me the method that we
have now at the present time is altogether unsatisfactory.
I might suggest to this committee just named, Mr.
President, that in their search for something to think about,
we would recommend to the legislature or to the court there
would be some method by which more satisfactory results
might be obtained in the selection of trial judges in case of
change of venue.
I might say on several different occasions, I have had
to speak to the members of the bar with reference to changing or adopting rules for appellate procedure. I have requested and heard the members of this Association make suggestions to the court on changes in our rules and I am very
glad to know that this committee, after studying the prop-
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osition, will meet with the Supreme Court and talk over
some of the proposed suggestions on the change and rules
to be adopted by the court in reference to appellate procedure.
I have thought some about the proposed change, and
the suggestion discussed a few moments ago, about doing
away with motion for new trial. Well, after all, I don't
know that there is very much to gain or very much to lose
about that. As suggested by Mr. Gray, about the only
change is if you have a question in your mind as to whether
or not a certain error should be assigned in your motion for
a new trial or as an independent error-what you do under
those circumstances is that you put in both. Put it in
your motion for a new trial and also put it in as an independent assignment of error.
At this point Messrs. Frank H. Hatfield, Carl Gray,
and Charles G. Bomberger presented a most interesting and
informative round table discussion on the policy of the Association during the war period.
President Wilde then observed "that it is remarkable
that without having met to map out a course of discussion,
these discussion leaders have laid out a definite pattern.
The first duty of the Association is to do everything possible toward the winning of the war. Another duty is
to see that the ancient rights which lawyers are bound to
protect shall be protected as much as possible now and
shall be restored in their full flower as soon as the war is
over, and third, that in order to do an effective job, the
Association must keep alive and must carry on its ordinary

activities."
NOMINATING COMMITTEE
Edward Steers, Sr., chairman;
report presented by Rae M. Royce
The Committee has recommended the following candidates for the election as officers for the ensuing year:
For President-James R. Newkirk, Fort Wayne
For Vice President-Carl M. Gray, Petersburg
For Membership on the Board of Managers (two-year

term)
Third District-Woodson S. Carlisle, South Bend
Fifth District: Lloyd McClure, Kokomo

INDIANA LAW JOURNAL

[Vol. 18

Sixth District: Frank R. Miller, Terre Haute
Seventh District: Arthur Rogers, Washington
Ninth District: Charles A. Lowe, Lawrenceburg
For Members of the House of Delegates of the American
Bar Association
James R. Newkirk, Fort Wayne
Carl M. Gray, Petersburg
PRESIDENT WILDE: Those will become effective at the
next adjournment of the American Bar Association.
Now, the Eighth District, Mr. Waller of the Eighth
District, is unable to accept membership. I think we will
consider the report without the Eighth District for the
time being, and then the matter of the Eighth District
can be taken up from the floor. Do I hear a motion that
the report of the Nominating Committee be accepted, that
the nominations be closed and that the nominees be declared elected by acclamation?
MR. HATFIELD: I so move, Mr. President.
The motion was seconded by Mr. Royse, was put
to vote and was carried
PRESIDENT WILDE: Now, the matter of the Eighth
District remains open and by a two-thirds vote of those
present, the nomination may be made from the floor.
MR. ROYSE: I so move.

• The motion was seconded by Mr. Stimson, was
put to vote, and was unanimously carried .
PRESIDENT WILDE: I will

recognize Mr. Hatfield from

the Eighth District.
MR. HATFIELD: Mr. President, as the member of the
Board of Managers for Eighth District I move the nomination of the second best lawyer in Evansville, Joseph H.
Iglehart.
PRESIDENT WILDE: I take it that the motion includes
that the nominations be closed and that Mr. Iglehart be
elected by acclamation.
MR. HATFIELD: Will you, please?
The motion was duly seconded, was put to vote, and
was carried.
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PRESIDENT WILDE: I now have the pleasure of presenting to you the new Vice-President, Mr. Gray.
MR. GRAY: I deeply appreciate the honor conferred upon me. I desire that you know I recognize the responsibility also. I shall give you my best efforts during the coming year. I thank you.
PRESIDENT WILDE: I now have the pleasure of presenting to you the new President of the Indiana State Bar Association, James R. Newkirk of Fort Wayne.
PRESIDENT-ELECT NEWKIRK: Mr. President, Members
of the State Bar Association: This is an honor which I
greatly appreciate.
I know the time is getting short, and I don't want to
tread upon your patience much longer, but I wish to say if
the lawyers in this country can lend anything to the freedoms
of this country, which we have enjoyed, it will be through
a strong lawyers' organization, and now is the time to
enlist the support of the press, and the support of other
professions, to help us build a real lawyers' organization,
because if we don't have a strong lawyers' organization
and a strong judiciary, the freedom of the press is gone,
the freedom of speech will be gone, and other freedoms
will fade away. Don't be mistaken about it.
PRESIDENT WILDE: Is there any new business to come
before us?
MR. CHASE HARDING: Mr. President, I want to address
a motion to Mr. Newkirk. I think we will be most happy
that the first act of your administration should be to tender
a resolution extending the vote of appreciation to President
Wilde for his peculiarly intelligent and happy and wholesome administration of the affairs of this organization for
the past year. I so move.
Seconded by Mr. Hatfield.
PRESIDENT-ELECT NEWKIRK: (After putting the question). The record will show that the motion is unanimously
adopted.
The meeting adjourned at 5:45 p.m.

